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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1. 1 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, 6, 10-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Lumsden (US 6,006.217 A), hereinafter referred to as "Lumsden". 

As per claim 1 , Lumsden teaches a method for real-time distillation of a source 
document, comprising: 
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• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching at least one source based on 
the search criteria, determining search results responsive to said searching" at 
Col. 5 line 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "distilling a selected one of the search results in substantially real time relative to 
the time of selection, wherein the distillation occurs in accordance with at least 
one data type criterion selected from a plurality of predefined data type criteria" at 
Col. 6 line 48 to Col. 7 line 22; 

• "creating a distilled version of the selected search result, wherein the distilled 
version contains predefined content from the selected search result in 
accordance with the selected data type criteria" at Col. 6 line 48 to Col 7 line 22. 
As per claim 2, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 1 , further comprising 

the step of "creating an index in the distilled version wherein the index allows selective 
entry into the content of the corresponding search result" at Col. 7 lines 1-22. 

As per claim 6, Lumsden teaches a method for displaying search results, 
comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching at least one source based on 
the search criteria; determining search results responsive to said searching, the 
search results comprising source documents" at Col, 5 lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "selecting one of the source documents, the selected document having a first 
content" at Col. 6 lines 48-50; 

• "at substantially the time of selection, distilling the selected source documents 
into result object, wherein the result object includes a second content and the 
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second content is derived from the first content in accordance with at least one 
predefined distillation criterion" at Col. 6 lines 48-67; 

• "and creating an index from the result object into the selected source document, 
wherein selection of the index provides a display of a corresponding portion of 
the first content" at Col. 7 lines 1-22. 

As per claim 10, Lumsden teaches a method for displaying search results, 
comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching at least one source based on 
the search criteria; determining a plurality of search results responsive to said 
searching" Col. 5 lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "distilling a selected one of the search results into a result object" at Col. 6 lines 
48-67; 

• "creating a mid-menu that corresponds to the result object, the mid-menu 
comprising a plurality of menu options, each menu option including at least one 
result category" at Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 line 22; 

• "and a content metric, the content metric being a measure of a relative value of 
the result category" at Fig. 5; 

• "displaying the mid-menu" at Col. 6 lines 67 to Col. 7 line 22. 

As per claim 11, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 10, wherein "the 
content metric comprises a quantitative measure of the relative value of the result 
category" at Col. 7 lines 48-53 and Fig. 5. 
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As per claim 12. Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 11. wherein "the 
quantitative measure comprises a number of results for each the result category" at Fig. 
5. 

As per claim 13, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 11, wherein "the 
quantitative measure comprises a number of occurrences of pre-specified data" at Col. 
6 lines 55-67 and Fig. 5. 

As per claim 14, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 10. wherein "the 
content metric comprises a qualitative measure of the relative value of the result 
category" at Col. 7 lines 48-53 and Fig. 5. 

As per claim 15, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 14. wherein "the 
qualitative measure comprises an indicator of the relevance of the results of the result 
category to the search criteria" at Col. 7 lines 48-53 and Fig, 5. 

As per claim 16, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 10, wherein "at least 
one category comprises a data type" at Col. 6 lines 48-67. 

As per claim 17, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 10, wherein "at least 
one category comprises a user-defined type" at Col, 6 lines 48-67. 

As per claim 18, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 10, additionally 
comprising "determining user preferences, and dynamically creating the mid-menu in 
accordance with the user preferences" at Col. 5 lines 60-65 and Col. 6 lines 48-67. 

As per claim 19, Lumsden teaches a method for displaying search results, 
comprising: 
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• "receiving search criteria from a client; searching a plurality of sources based on 
the search criteria; determining search results responsive to said searching" at 
Col. 5 lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 

• "distilling a selected one of the search results into a result object" at Col. 6 lines 
48-60; 

• "determining user preferences" at Col. 6 lines 60-67; 

• "creating a mid-menu in accordance with the user preferences, the mid-menu 
corresponding to the result object and comprising a plurality of menu options, 
each menu option including a result category, each result category having a 
number of results" at Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 line 22; 

• "and a content metric for each result category, the content metric being a 
measure of the value of the result category" at Fig. 5; 

• "and displaying the mid-menu" at Col. 7 lines 1-22. 

As per claim 20, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 19, wherein "the 
content metric comprises a quantitative measure for each result category" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 21, Lumsden teaches the method as in claim 19, wherein "the 
content metric comprises a qualitative measure for each result category" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 22, Lumsden teaches a method for searching, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria; searching at least one body of knowledge based on the 
search criteria; providing a plurality of search results that are responsive to the 
searching" at CoL 5 lines 60 to Col. 6 line 15; 
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• "displaying on a display device a list of at least some of the search results, the list 
comprising: a separate and unique identifier corresponding to each one of the 
search results in the list" at Col. 6 lines 5-25 and Fig. 5; and 

• "a separate distillation trigger associated with each unique identifier" at Col. 6 
lines 15-25 and Fig. 5, element 76; 

• "wherein selection by a user of a distillation trigger causes a substantial real-time 
creation of a distilled version of the search result corresponding to the unique 
identifier associated with the selected distillation trigger" at Col. 6 lines 48-67. 

As per claim 23, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 22, wherein 
"the unique identifier is a URL corresponding to the search result in the list" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 24, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 22, wherein 
"the unique identifier is a title corresponding to the search result in the list" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 25, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 22, wherein 
"the unique identifier is an abstract corresponding to the search result in the list" at Fig. 
5. 

As per claim 26, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 22, wherein 
"selection by a user of the unique identifier causes a full content version of the 
corresponding search result to be displayed on the display device" at Col. 7 lines 35-50. 

As per claim 27, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 22, wherein 
"the distilled version includes content extracted from the corresponding search result in 
accordance with at least one predefined data type" at Col. 6 lines 48-67. 
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As per claim 28, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 27, wherein 
"the at least one predefined data type is selected from one of the following data types: a 
key point; a focus word; a matched-in-context key point; a title; and a URL" at Col. 6 line 
67 to Col. 7 line 22. 

As per claim 29, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 27, wherein 
"the at least one data type provides an index to content of the corresponding search 
result" at Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 line 22. 

As per claim 30, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 27, further 
comprising the steps of: 

• "displaying the distilled version on the display device" at Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 
line 22; and 

• "wherein selection by a user of a predefined data type within the displayed 
distilled version causes a substantially real time entry into the content of the 
corresponding search result" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 31, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 30, further 
comprising the step of "displaying a predefined portion of the content of the search 
result, wherein the predefined portion is adjacent to the data type selected by the user 
within the distilled version" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 32, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 22, further 
comprising the step of "displaying the distilled version on the display device" at Col. 7 
lines 1-22. 
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As per claim 33, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 22, wherein 
"at least some of the search results are comprised of textual documents" at Col. 6 lines 
5-25. 

As per claim 34, Lumsden teaches a method for searching, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria; searching at least one body of knowledge based on the 
search criteria; providing a plurality of search results that are responsive to the 
searching" at Col. 5 line 60 to Col. 6 line 25; 

• "distilling a selected one of the search results into a result object, the result object 
including content extracted from the selected search result in accordance with a 
plurality of data type preferences selected from a plurality of predefined data type 
preference types" at Col. 5 lines 60-65 and Col. 6 lines 48-67; 

• "creating a menu corresponding to the result object, the menu including a 
plurality of menu options, wherein each menu option defines a result category 
that is descriptive of a predefined portion of the content of the result object" at 
Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 line 22; and 

• "graphically displaying the menu on a display device, wherein a user may 
optionally select any one of the menu options" at Col. 6 line 67 to Col. 7 line 22. 
As per claim 35, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 34, wherein 

"at least one result category comprises one of the selected data type preference types 
used to distil the search result" at Col. 6 lines 48-67. 
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As per claim 36, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 34, wherein 
"selection of a menu option causes a corresponding content portion of the result object 
to be displayed on the display device" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 37, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 34, wherein 
"selection of a menu option causes a corresponding content portion of the selected 
search result to be displayed on the display device" at Col. 7 lines 12-22. 

As per claim 38, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 34, further 
comprising "a plurality of content metrics that are associated with a corresponding menu 
option, wherein each content metric is representative of a value for the result category 
of the menu option" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 39, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 38, wherein 
"the value represented by the content metric is a quantitative measure of the 
corresponding result category" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 40, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 39, wherein 
"the quantitative measure comprises a number of results for the corresponding result 
category" at Fig. 5. 

As per claim 41, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 39, wherein 
"the quantitative measure comprises a number of occurrences of a data type specified 
by the corresponding result category" at Col, 6 line 67 to Col. 7 line 22. 

As per claim 42, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 38, wherein 
"the value represented by the content metric is a qualitative measure of the 
corresponding result category" at Fig. 5. 
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As per claim 43, Lumsden teaches the method as defined in claim 42, wherein 
"the qualitative measure is indicative of the degree of relevance of the corresponding 
result category to the search criteria" at Col. 7 lines 48-53. 

3. Claims 44-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Rubinstein et al. (US 5.913,215), hereinafter referred to as "Rubinstein". 

As per claim 44, Rubinstein teaches the method for searching, comprising: 

• "receiving search criteria" at Col. 21 lines 27-28; 

• "searching at least one body of knowledge based on the search criteria" at Col. 
21 lines 29-30; 

• "providing a plurality of search results that are responsive to the searching, 
wherein at least one of the search results is a document comprised of text 
content" at Col. 7 lines 40-50, Col. 21 lines 35-39 and Fig. 2; 

• "selecting one of the text-content document search results; and at substantially 
the time of selection, distilling the selected document, wherein the step of 
distilling comprises the following steps: extracting content from the selected 
document in accordance with a plurality of data type rules" at Col. 7 line 55 to 
Col. 8 line 15, Col. 21 lines 53-58; 

• "deriving a plurality of key points from the text content of the selected document, 
wherein key points are at least partially identified by locating text portions within 
the document that contain predefined verb types" at Col. 8 line 25 to Col. 9 line 
25; 
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• "and generating a reduced content distilled document that contains at least a 
portion of the extracted content and at least one of the key points" at Col. 7 line 
55 to Col. 8 line 15. 

As per claim 45, Rubinstein teaches the method as defined in claim 44, further 
comprising the step of "displaying the reduced content distilled document on a display 
device" at Fig. 2, element 270 and Fig. 15. 

As per claim 46, Rubinstein teaches the method as defined in claim 44, wherein 
"the step of deriving key points comprises: 

• "segmenting the text content of the selected document into a plurality of separate 
textual components" at Col. 8 line 25 to Col. 9 line 25; 

• "identifying whether verbs are present within the textual components; comparing 
identified verbs to a predefined hierarchy of verb sequences; and based upon the 
results of the comparison, identifying which of the identified verbs are used in 
identifying key points" at Col. 8 line 25 to Col. 9 line 25. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed January 9, 2004 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. The examiner respectfully traverses applicant's arguments. 

Applicant argued that Lumsden (US 6,006,217 A) does not teach the step of: 
"creating a distilled version of the selected result, wherein the distilled version contains 
predefined content from the select search result in accordance with the selected data 
type criteria". The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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Lumsden teaches a method for providing enhanced search results for searches 

for document on the Internet by modifying the search result document selected by user 

so that "a portion of the document containing the first occurrence of a matching keyword 

is initially display to the user. The user may then navigate within the document to the 

next sequential keyword occurrence by selecting the display keyword within the 

document." (Col. 7 lines 15-25.) Using Lumsden's method, "the user can quickly 

determine whether or not the document contains information which the user is seeking" 

because user only view the relevant portions of the search result document instead of 

viewing the whole document. Lumsden's enhance document returned to user is 

therefore a "distilled version", or "reduced content" version of the search result 

document. From the users point of view, the content of the search result document is 

significantly reduced because they can view only the portions containing the matching 

keywords. This is similar to the structure of applicant's example of the distilled 

document recited below: 

"Key points can also be generated by matching words from the user's search 
criteria to the same words in the source document. As a result, matched-in-context key 
points are created. For example, if the user's search criteria is "venture capital", 
matched-in-context key points from a source document comprise: 

"Maurice Young Entrepreneurship and Venture Capital Research 
Center at the Faculty of Commerce, University of British 
Columbia . " 

"...Venture Capital Consultants. Visit our roster of venture 
capital consultants, including business plan, legal, and 
marketing..." 

"Venture Capital Information Sources learn from our listing of 
venture capital information source, including libraries..." 



(Applicant's specification, page 30, lines 13-27) 
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The enhance document is also "in accordance with at least one data type 
criterion", which is the search criteria (i.e., keywords) entered by user. The enhance 
document is also generated "substantially in real time" because it is generated and 
presented to the user immediately after the user requesting the enhance document by 
selecting "GET ENHANCED DOCUMENT" as seen in Fig. 5. 

Regarding claims 44-46, applicant argued that Rubinstein does not teach: "at 
substantially the time of selection of one of the search results, the selected document 
be distilled". The examiner respectfully disagrees. First, Applicant incorrectly assumed 
that in Rubinstein, "each of the document in the database being searched has been 
previously linguistically analyzed to identify the keyword phrases contained within each 
document, and to create an abstract of each document in the database", and therefore 
incorrectly concluded that Rubinstein does not teach the step of generating the abstract 
"at substantially the time of selection of one of the search result". In fact, Rubinstein 
performs the "linguistically analyzing" in real time, after receiving user's query, and 
generated web page abstract based on the linguistic analysis of the selected web page 
after user selection of the web page, as evidenced at Col. 21 recited below: 

• "prompting a computer-user to construct a search expression" 
at lines 27-28; 

• "communicating the search expression to a plurality of web 
searching engine... identify web pages containing text 
consistent with the search expression" at lines 29-35; 

• "linguistically analyzing the identified web page to obtain 
keyword phrases" at lines 36-37; 

• "displaying the keyword phrases obtained from the 
identified web pages..." at lines 38-39; 

• "detecting user selection of one of the keyword phrases" at 
lines 53-54; 
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• "determining one of the identified web pages... displaying a 
web page abstract generated based on linguistic analysis of 
the one of the identified web pages" at lines 55-58. 

Applicant also argued that Rubinstein does not teach the step of: "extracting 
content from the selected document in according to a plurality of data type rules". On 
the contrary, Rubinstein generates the web page abstract based on linguistic analysis, 
which comprises a plurality of data type rules at Col. 8 line 35 to Col. 9 line 5. 

In light of the foregoing arguments, the 35 U.S.C 102 rejections are hereby 
sustained. 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (703) 
305-9601 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
7299. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Breene can be reached on (703) 305-9790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Khanh B. Pham 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2177 
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